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DISCLAIMERS 

All training materials contained herein were developed by the  

Georgia bureau of investigation   

and are delivered in cooperation with the  

Georgia state patrol .   

Logistical training support is provided by The  

Georgia public safety training center  

Governors office of highway safety  

And  

criminal justice coordinating council  

 

While the administrative, procedural, and clerical steps de-

scribed in this manual are intended to be used to assist in 

training operators in the best practices for breath alcohol 

testing, this manual should not be construed as the official 

method for breath alcohol testing which can be found in GBI 

Rule 92 -3. 

 

Pursuant to O.C.G.A. 40 -6-392 the Georgia bureau of investiga-

tion promulgates official methods for chemical testing of al-

cohol in breath.  These methods can be found on file at the of-

fice of the secretary of state, rules of the Georgia bureau of 

investigation 92 -3. 

 
http://rules.sos.state.ga.us/pages/GEORGIA_BUREAU_OF_INVESTIGATION/IMPLIED_CONSENT/

index.html  

 

 

The information contained in this manual is intended for edu-

cational purposes and reference use only, it does not consti-

tute legal advice and neither GBI, GSP, GPSTC,  GOHS, CJCC nor the 

author is responsible for the misuse or misrepresentation of in-

formation contained herein.   
 

The right to reproduce the information contained herein is 

reserved . 

Note on the 2018 revision: The intent of the 2018 revision to the Intoxilyzer 9000 Georgia Op-
eratorõs Training manual is to inform operators of relevant legal, administrative, and operational 
issues potentially affecting evidential breath alcohol testing in the state of Georgia. It should be cau-
tioned however, that the Intoxilyzer 9000 Georgia Operatorõs  Training Manual is intended to be a 
training supplement and should not be construed as an establishment of official testing methods as 
described in the Official Code of Georgia Annotated which can be found in GBI Rule 92-3. 
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 Since the dawn of the automotive age alcohol consumption has been inextricably linked to public safety.  As 

early as 1904, investigators started to notice a growing link between the consumption of alcoholic beverages and motor 

vehicle involved fatalities. In the ensuing years, scientific research was successful in determining a direct correlation 

between a motoristôs alcohol level and their risk of motor vehicle fatality.  This ultimately culminated in the establish-

ment of the first DUI legislation that directly defined permissible alcohol levels in the driving public in 1939. Once 

established, this legislation created a new challenge for law enforcement officers seeking to enforce it.  Due to the 

fleeting nature of alcohol in the human body, the obtaining of search warrants for the timely collection of specimen 

became a limiting factor in the enforcement of DUI laws.  To resolve this problem New York state passed the first Im-

plied Consent law in 1953. This Implied Consent law conditionally granted driving privileges to the motoring public in 

exchange for implied consent to test their blood, breath, or urine for alcohol if probable cause existed to believe they 

were DUI.   

  

 In order to protect the motoring and boating public Georgia has passed its own DUI and Implied Consent laws 

that can be found in Titles 40 and 52 of the Official Code of Georgia Annotated (O.C.G.A.).   Some of the laws direct-

ly pertaining to DUI are as follows: 

O.C.G.A 40-5-55:  Georgiaôs Implied Consent Law 

This law states that any person who operates a motor vehicle on the roads of Georgia and is 

arrested for the offense of DUI shall be deemed to have given consent to chemical testing. in 

order to determine if they are driving under the influence. 

O.C.G.A 40-5-67.1:  Georgiaôs Implied Consent Notice.   

This law defines the warning read to motorists arrested for DUI informing them of the Implied 

Consent Law. 

O.C.G.A 40-6-391:  Georgiaôs DUI Statute.   

This law defines driving under the influence in Georgia. 

O.C.G.A 40-6-392:  Chemical Testing Statute.   

This law defines the requirements for chemical tests performed in conjunction with the Im-

plied Consent and DUI statute. 

O.C.G.A 40-1-1:  Title 40 Definitions.   

This statute defines alcohol concentration in terms of blood and breath pursuant to chemical 

testing. 

O.C.G.A 52-7-12:  Georgiaôs Boating Under the Influence Statute.   

This statute defines both boating under the influence and the requirements for chemical testing 

of individuals suspected of BUI. 

 

 Under O.C.G.A. 40-6-392 the legislature has established the legal criteria for chemical tests requested as part 

of a DUI arrest.  This statute requires that  chemical tests be performed according to methods approved by the Georgia 

Bureau of Investigation.  Specifically the Division of Forensic Sciences (DOFS) is statutorily required to : 

¶ Approve satisfactory techniques and methods to ascertain the qualifications and competence of individuals 

to conduct analyses 

¶ Issue permits to conduct analyses 

¶ Issue requirements for properly operating and maintaining testing instruments. 

¶ Issue certificates that instruments have met the approval requirements of DOFS. 

 

INTRODUCTION  
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Where can the official method for breath alcohol testing be found?  

 

 In accordance with this authority and obligation, the Director of DOFS has approved breath alcohol testing as 

an approved method for alcohol analysis when performed by a certified operator on an approved breath testing instru-

ment. The official method for breath alcohol testing can be found in the Rules and Regulations governing Implied Con-

sent - GBI Rules 92-3  (Appendix A).   

Pursuant to GBI Rule 92-3: 

(12)(a) The methods approved by the Division of Forensic Sciences for conducting an evidential breath alcohol 

analysis shall consist of the following: 

(1) the analysis shall be conducted on an approved instrument as defined in 92-3-.06 (5). 

(2) the analysis shall be performed by an individual holding a valid permit, in accordance with Rule 

92-3-.02 (2); and 

(3) the testing instrument shall have been checked periodically for calibration and operation, in 

accordance with Rule 92-3-.06 (8)(a); 

In 2013 modifications to GBI Rules 92-3 were  adopted to allow the use of the Intoxilyzer 9000 as an approved instru-

ment for evidential breath testing. Thus, the Intoxilyzer is now the sole approved instrument for evidential breath alco-

hol testing in the state of Georgia. 

What instruments are approved for breath alcohol testing?  

Pursuant to GBI Rule 92-3-.06: 

(5)  Breath tests other than the original alcohol-screening test shall be conducted on a breath alcohol analyzer 

approved by the Director of the Division of Forensic Sciences or his or her designee.  Any other type of breath 

alcohol analyzer not specifically listed in this paragraph must be approved by the Director of the Division of 

Forensic Sciences or designee prior to its use in the State.  

(a) The Intoxilyzer Model 5000 manufactured by CMI, Inc. is an approved instrument for breath 

alcohol tests conducted on or before December 31, 2015; 

(b) The Intoxilyzer Model 9000 manufactured by CMI, Inc. is an approved instrument for breath 

alcohol tests conducted on or after January 1, 2013;  

Can a PBT be used to test a DUI suspect? 

 

 The GBI has approved a variety of portable breath testing (PBT) devices for alcohol screening of DUI suspects.  

These devices are intended to be used to determine whether an individual is positive or negative for alcohol during pre-

arrest screening, but are not intended to be approved to determine the subjectôs exact alcohol concentration for eviden-

tial purposes.  For a complete list of approved PBTs, please see the Useful Links and Documents section of this manu-

al . 
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In order to obtain a chemical test result that will be useful in adjudicating DUI cases, law enforcement officers 

should  be careful to consider several foundational principles when making decisions regarding events leading up to the 

chemical test. This will ensure that the arresting officer will properly meet both the legal and scientific criterion neces-

sary for an admissible breath test.  While the circumstances surrounding a DUI arrest may vary, the following sections 

outline several key concepts that should be carefully considered by law enforcement officers when determining the best 

course of action. 

 

Driving Under the Influence (DUI) 

 

The majority of chemical tests requested by an officer will arise out of a violation of O.C.G.A. 40-6-391, com-

monly known as the DUI statute.  A close reading of this statute reveals that there are nine different ways that a motor-

ist can be found to be ñdriving under the influenceò under Georgia law.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Before a motorist can be arrested for a DUI, an officer must  perform an investigation to determine whether or 

not probable cause exists to believe that motorist is in violation of O.C.G.A. 40-6-391.  Most DUI investigations con-

sist of three phases: 

1. Vehicle In Motion:  The officer must decide whether or not to stop the vehicle. 

2. Personal Contact:  The officer must decide whether or not to detain the subject and have them exit the vehi-

cle. 

3. Pre-arrest Screening:  The officer must decide whether or not sufficient probable cause exists to arrest the 

subject for DUI. 

 

Vehicle in Motion / Stopping the Vehicle 

 

 It must be understood that when a officer requests a driver to bring his or her vehicle to a stop, they are effec-

tively seizing the vehicle and its contents.  Because the U.S. Constitution protects the citizens against unreasonable 

searches and seizures, the officer must have reasonable articulable suspicion of possible criminal activity to stop a 

vehicle and briefly detain its occupants . (Arizona v Johnson 555 US 323,327 (2009), Chandler v Miller 520 US 

305,308 (1997)  Ivey v State 310 Ga App 796 (2009)) 

 

 

 

LEGAL FOUNDATIONS FOR CHEMICAL TESTING  
PRESENTED  WITH  THE  ASSISTANCE OF GEORGIA  PAC  

Defining DUI: O.C.G.A 40-6-391  

DUI Less Safe  Other DUI Per Se Alcohol                  
(concentration defined as DUI) 

(a)(1)  Alcohol  (a)(3)  Inhalants (a)(5)  21 & older 
( 0.08 or greater) 

(k)(1) Under 21 
(0.02 or greater) 

(i) Child Endan-
germent 

(a)(2) Drugs (a)(4) Combination (i) Commercial MV 
(0.04 or greater) 

 (a)(6) Per Se 
Drugs 
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 Reasonable articulable suspicion can be defined as, specific, articulable facts sufficient to give rise to a rea-

sonable suspicion of criminal conduct .  This suspicion should be based on the totality of the circumstances and could 

include: objective observations of the officer, known patters of certain kinds of law breakers, and/or inferences drawn and 

deductions made by trained law enforcement personnel.  In DUI related cases, articulable suspicion for a stop is typically 

developed through: 

1. Observation of a traffic violation.  

2. The collective knowledge of the police. (e.g. Information relayed to a officer regarding a motoristôs behavior 

ïState v Pernnyman  248 Ga App 446 (2001)) 

3. Any actions that give rise to a reasonable belief that the suspect is violating the law, even if the officer does 

not directly observe a violation occurring. (e.g. weaving within the laneðWaldron v State 321 Ga App 246 

(2013)) 

It should be noted that the articulable suspicion for the stop does not have to be directly related to a DUI offense, 

but  the officer only needs to establish individualized suspicion of a crime. (Clark v State 243 Ga App 362) 

 

Personal Contact / Detention   

 

 Law enforcement officers may detain persons suspected of a crime for a brief period of time for the specific pur-

pose of investigating their suspicions that a crime has been committed. During this time an officer may ask the detainee a 

modest number of questions to determine their identity and to try to obtain evidence confirming or dispelling the officerôs 

suspicions. During this time officers may ask the suspect to exit the vehicle and participate in pre-arrest screening activi-

ties to determine whether probable cause to arrest the subject exists.  

 

Pre-arrest Screening 

 In order to arrest a subject for DUI, the officer must have probable cause to believe the driver  is in violation of 

OCGA 40-6-391. The test for probable cause requires merely a probability that a crime has been committed, less than a 

certainty, but more than a suspicion. This means to arrest a suspect for DUI, an officer needs to have knowledge or rea-

sonably trustworthy information sufficient to authorize a prudent person to believe that the suspect was actually in physi-

cal control of a moving vehicle while under the influence of alcohol to a degree which renders him incapable of driving 

safely. (Slayton v State 281 Ga App 650 (2006), Jaffray v State 306 Ga App 469,473(2010)) 

  In order to determine whether probable cause exists, officers should be carefully assess the subject for signs and 

symptoms of impairment and may employee the use of investigatory tools such  field sobriety tests and portable breath 

testers (PBTs). (Note: PBT results may only be used to legally establish the presence or absence of alcohol, not the sub-

jectôs exact breath alcohol concentration.)  A detaineeôs participation in questioning or field sobriety tests is voluntary 

and failure to participate in these activities cannot form the sole basis for arresting the subject. Unless the detaineeôs ac-

tions or answers give the officer probable cause to believe a crime has been committed, absent other evidence, the sub-

ject must be released. It should be noted that the officer does not have to advise the driver of their Miranda rights when 

questioning a detained motorist prior to the point of arrest. (State v OôDonnell 225 Ga App 502 (1997) )The driverôs pre-

arrest statements and actions are admissible against them in any criminal proceedings.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Common Tools For Evaluating Probable Cause  

Manner of Driving Manner of Exit Timeframe of Drinking Condition of Eyes 

Traffic Violations Demeanor Appearance of Driver Speech 

Manner of Stop Odor of Alcohol Driverõs Attire Other Observations 

Vehicle Condition Admission to Drinking Physical Manifestations FSTs / PBT results 
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Arrest 

 Once the investigation is complete, the officer needs to decided whether or not to arrest the subject. The arrest is 

effectuated  when the officer makes an overt action to indicate that brief detention has become a formal arrest or the sub-

ject is ñin custodyò.  If a motorist who has been detained in a traffic stop is subject to treatment that renders him ñin cus-

todyò, you must advise him of his Miranda rights in order for his post-arrest statements or post arrest field sobriety eval-

uations to be admissible as evidence in a criminal proceeding. The test for determining whether or not a subject is under 

arrest is whether or not a reasonable person in the suspectôs position would have thought that the detention would 

not be temporary.  (Crider v State 319 Ga App 567 (2013) ) Thus, treatment of a motorist at the scene of the stop may 

be considered equivalent to a formal arrest when: 

1. The subject is verbally or physically restrained in a way that communicates that he or she is not free 

to leave.  (Note: Whether of not the officer would have permitted the subject to leave doesnôt deter-

mine arrest. ) 

2. The driver is detained for over one-half hour, absent exigent circumstances. 

3. Part of the detention is spent in the patrol car (for reasons other than safety, weather, etc.). 

4. The officer persistently questions the driver in a patrol car, resulting in a confession or other incrimi-

nating circumstances. 

5. The driver is a minor and  is denied permission to contact his or her  parents or guardian.  

6. The officer tells the subject they are under arrest or issues them a citation. (See OCGA 17-4-23)  

 

Once the arrest is made, the officer will likely be required to testify about: 

 1. The basis of the arrest. 

 2. The circumstances of the arrest. 

 3. How the officer told the driver of the arrest and the charges. 

 4. How and when the officer read the driver the Implied Consent Warning. 

 5. What statements the driver made to the officer. 

 6. What statements the officer made to the driver. 

7. Whether the subject voluntarily consented to the chemical test. 

 

The Implied Consent and Chemical Testing Statutes 

 Once an arrest is made pursuant to a violation of OCGA 40-6-391 several other statutes begin to impact the of-

ficerôs course of action.  

O.C.G.A 40-5-55:  Georgiaôs Implied Consent Law 

¶ Implies that motorists in Georgia have given voluntary consent for chemical testing. 

¶ Allows law enforcement to request that consent from motorists where probable cause to arrest for  

DUI exists. 

O.C.G.A 40-5-67.1:  Georgiaôs Implied Consent Notice.   

¶ Establishes the language of the Implied Consent Warning / Request. (Printed on DDS 354) 

¶ Allows for the use of search warrants if consent is not granted. (d1) 

¶ Sets up the process for Administrative License Suspension (ALS). 

O.C.G.A 40-6-392:  Chemical Testing Statute.   

¶ Allows for chemical testing of motorists. 

¶ Provides the methods by which chemical tests must be performed. 

¶ Establishes legal presumptions of DUI  with regard to chemical test results. 

¶ Sets the framework for the admissibility of chemical test results at trial. 
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Obtaining Consent  

 

 If the officer chooses to pursue a chemical test, they must obtain a sample of the subjectôs blood, urine, or breath.  

It should be noted that this is considered a search under both the United States and Georgia Constitutions. The courts 

have held that in order for the product of this search to be admissible, a search warrant must be obtained or a valid 

exception for a warrantless search must be present.  In a DUI case the exceptions are typically considered are:  

1. Establishment of exigent circumstances.  This is typically done by establishing that if the officer had taken 

time to obtain a warrant, the level of alcohol or drugs in the subject would have declined to an extent that 

they could no longer meaningfully prove an essential element of the crime.  Though the ñfleeting nature of 

alcoholò is generally recognized by the court, exigent circumstances is always evaluated on a case by case 

basis.  (See US Supreme Court No 11-1425 Missouri v McNeely) 

2. Obtaining the voluntary consent of the subject. The tool that should be used to secure voluntary consent 

in most cases is the Implied Consent warning found in OCGA 40-5-67.1. This being said,  the court has dis-

tinguished voluntary consent from implied consent. (See Ga Supreme S14A1625 Williams v State ).  

3. Conducting a search incident to a lawful arrest. In 2016, the US Supreme court, in a ruling called Birch-

field v North Dakota (14-1468), opined that breath testing could be universally performed without a warrant 

as a search incident to a lawful arrest. This exception applies only to breath and not to blood tests. (See 

Ga Appeals A17A2083 McMaster v State ).    

Note: Despite this ruling, the Georgia Supreme Court recently ruled in Olevik v State (S17A0738) that 

the Georgia Constitution protects citizens from being compelled to actively participate acts that 

generate incriminating evidence.  According to the court, this includes breath alcohol tests.  This ulti-

mately means that the search incident to lawful arrest exception may not yield an admissible test if the 

subject is compelled to provide a sample.  Thus, due to logistical and legal constraints, the only way to 

ensure a legally admissible breath alcohol test in Georgia is to obtain the voluntary consent of the 

subject.   

 

 
Guidelines for Obtaining a Chemical Test Under Implied Consent 

 If the officer chooses to request that the subject voluntarily consent to a chemical test,  they must 

read the appropriate Implied Consent Warning to the subject.  In order for this request to be considered 

valid, the warning must be read: 

1. After the point of arrest. (Hough v State S05G0311 and Handschuh v State S06G0640 ) 

2. As close to the point of arrest  as possible. (Perano v State 250 Ga 704, 708 (1983) ) 

3. Without alteration to the substantial meaning of the warning. (Harrison v State 235 Ga App 78 

(1998) ) 

4. In English (Furcal-Peguero v State 255 Ga App 729, 733 (2002) ) (Note: Pursuant to OCGA 24-

6-653 a reasonable attempt must be made to provide a translator for hearing impaired subjects) 

5. Must result in the voluntary consent of the suspect  or must be considered a refusal.   

Note: This means that samples taken from subjects that are unconscious or rendered 

otherwise incapable of giving voluntary consent must be done through the use of a war-

rant or establishment of exigent circumstances. ( Ga App. A16A0200 Bailey vs State ) 

Analyzing Voluntary Consent:  Under Georgia law, voluntariness must reflect an exercise of free will, 

not merely a submission to authority.  In other words the court must consider whether a reasonable person 

would feel free to decline the officersô request to search.  In making this determination the court is obligat-

ed to consider following factors: 1) prolonged questioning , 2) the use of physical punishment or coercion, 

3) the accusedôs age,  4) level of education,  5) intelligence, 6) length of detention, 7) the advisement of 

constitutional rights, and 8) the psychological impact of a submission to authority. The court has ruled that 

confusion due to high levels of intoxication can affect a personôs capacity to voluntarily consent. (State v 

Jung A16A0527) 
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 The Implied Consent card directly quotes OCGA 40-5-67.1  and contains different warnings for subjects 21 and 

older, drivers operating a commercial motor vehicle, and subjects under age 21.  The arresting officer must read the cor-

rect Implied Consent warning to the driver at the time of the arrest, not later,  unless exigent circumstances warrant 

a delay.  It is advisable to bring a copy of the Implied Consent Warning to any hearing or trial. Do not attempt to advise 

the driver or testify about the contents of the Implied Consent warning from memory. Be sure to request that the driver 

submit to the test or tests you designate and be sure to articulate the manner in which the subject consented. If voluntary 

consent to submit to the chemical test can not be clearly established,  the subject should be considered to have refused 

testing. 

 After reading the Implied Consent Warning, if the driver requests an attorney, clearly inform the arrestee that 

they do not have the right to speak to an attorney when deciding whether to submit to a chemical test.  (Rackoff v State 

281 Ga App 306 (2006) ) After the driver submits to the designated tests, the officer is required to make a reasonable 

attempt to accommodate any request made by the driver for an independent test. It is the responsibility of the driver to 

pay and make arrangements to have the independent test samples analyzed. 

 

Refusals 

 

 The Implied Consent warning affords the arrested driver the opportunity to refuse voluntary submission to chem-

ical testing; however, this does not preclude the officer from ultimately obtaining a search warrant.  In the event of a re-

fusal, the officer must send a notice to suspend the suspectôs Georgia driving privileges within ten days of arrest to the 

Department of Driverôs Services. (See DS Form 1205) The suspended driver may then request an administrative or 

OSAH hearing to determine whether sufficient grounds existed for the suspension.  Pursuant to OCGA 40-5-67.1 (g)(2) 

the scope of this hearing should be limited to: 

 

1. Whether the officer had probable cause to believe the defendant was in violation of OCGA 40-6-391. 

2. Whether the officer properly advised the defendant of their rights by reading the appropriate Implied Consent 

notice. 

3. Whether the defendant refused the test OR 

3. Whether the test showed an unlawful drug or alcohol concentration AND whether the test was administered 

by a person possessing a valid permit on  an instrument approved by the GBI with all of its parts attached and in 

good working order as prescribed by the manufacturer. 

 

 Any subject who does not voluntarily consent to chemical testing pursuant to the reading of the Implied Consent 

Warning is deemed to have refused testing.  This refusal can be entered as evidence against the defendant at trial and 

creates a legal inference that the tests would have shown the presence of drugs or alcohol.  This along with other evi-

dence can be used to establish circumstantial evidence of intoxication.  It should be noted that some subjects will deliber-

ately refuse the chemical test without any verbal indication of their intention to refuse.   The following are some exam-

ples on non-verbal refusals: 

1. Silence in the face of a request.  (Miles v State 236 Ga App 632 (1999) ) 

2. Repeated demands for an attorney (Fairbanks v State 244 Ga App 123 (2000) ) 

3. Faking a sample / Intentionally providing an Insufficient Sample (Hunt v State 247 GA App 464 (2000) ) 

4. Dilatory Tactics  (Miles v Smith 239 Ga App 641 (1999) ) 

 

Georgia law requires that the driver be advised of his Implied Consent rights on the scene of the arrest. If the driver re-

fuses the tests, you may not administer a chemical test to the subject unless the subject first withdraws their refusal or a 

warrant is obtained. Georgia courts have ruled the driver has the right rescind a refusal and take the test with no penalty 

under some circumstances (Howell v. State, 266 Ga App 480  and Dept. of Public Safety v. Seay, 206 GA App.71). 

However in order for a rescission to be valid it must meet the following criteria: 
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1. It must be done within a short an reasonable time. 

2. The test must still be accurate. 

3. The testing equipment must still be readily available. 

4. It must not result in a substantial inconvenience or expense to the police. 

5. The subject must be in the custody of the arresting officer and under observation the entire time since arrest. 

 

Law enforcement personnel may ask a subject who refuses a chemical test if they would like to withdraw their refusal, 

but must be careful not to coerce the subject.  As of  2006, OCGA 40-5-67.1 (d.1) allows for the obtaining of samples for 

chemical testing from a refusing subject by means of a properly executed search warrant.  

Independent Tests 

 

When the driver agrees to the requested test, the Implied Consent Law entitles the subject to request an independent 

chemical test from qualified personnel of their own choosing and at their own expense, after they have submitted 
to the stateôs test.  This does not mean that the arresting officer must personally guarantee that the independent test is 

obtained, but  they must make a reasonable attempt to accommodate  any reasonable request for independent test-

ing by the subject.  In the event that an independent test request from a subject seems unreasonable, the officer should 

make every effort to come to a mutually agreeable resolution with the subject; however, if one can not be obtained, the 

court does not require officers to honor unreasonable requests.  In determining whether a request for independent testing 

is reasonable the officer should weigh the following factors. (Ritter v State 306 Ga App 689,690 (2010) ): 

1. The availability of or access to funds to pay for the test. 

2. A protracted delay in giving the test if the officer complies with the suspect. 

3. The availability of police time and other resources. 

4. The location of the requested facilities. 

5. The opportunity and ability of the accused to make arrangements personally for testing. 

 

Submission to the Tests 

 When the driver agrees to the requested test, the Implied Consent Law requires the chemical test to be adminis-

tered under the direction of the Arresting Officer. This does not mean that the arresting officer must personally admin-

ister the tests or even observe the entire process. The test(s) can be performed by a certified IntoxilyzerÊ 9000 operator 

or by other qualified personnel in the case of blood and/or urine. The arresting officer should however be able to testify 

from first hand knowledge that the requirements for an admissible chemical test were fulfilled or the test result may not 

be admissible.  The requirements for admissibility of a chemical test of a defendantôs breath are found in OCGA 40-6-

392 and GBI Rule 92-3 and state that the test must be performed: 

Element Met by Citation 

By someone possessing a valid permit Operatorôs permit GBI Rule 92-3.06(12)(a)(2) 

On an instrument approved by the GBI GBI Rule 92-3.06(5)(b) 

Breath Test Report 

Installation letter *( rarely required) 

GBI Rule 92-3.06(12)(a)(1) 

On an instrument with all of its parts at-

tached and in good working order as pre-

scribed by the manufacturer 

Operatorôs testimony  

Instrument diagnostics  

Dry gas calibration check 

Quarterly Inspection  

OCGA 40-6-392(a)(1)(A) 

On an instrument receiving a valid period-

ic inspection 

Certificate of Inspection correlat-

ing to the Date of Last Inspection 

listed on the report. 

GBI Rule 92-3.06(12)(a)(3) 
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FUNCTIONAL  OVERVIEW  OF THE  I NTOXILYZER  9000  
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14 

# Part Name Description 

1 Touch screen Windows CE based user interface with on screen keyboard option. 

2 Breath hose Site of sample introduction, electronically heated and monitored by I9000. 

3 Dry Gas Tank 0.080 g/210L dry gas ethanol standard. 67L tank supplied by ILMO / CMI 

4 Gas Delivery System Includes a mounting bracket and an electronically controlled gas regulator 

5 Storage Compartment Two heated compartments, typically used for mouthpiece storage. 

6 Power Switchñ2nd Can be used to turn the I9000 on/off if the primary power switch is on. 

7 Dry Gas Cover Lockable cover for the dry gas ethanol standard. 

8 USB Ports-Side 2 USB ports for peripheral devices such as the printer or external keyboard 

9 Simulator Ports Connection points for area supervisorõs wet bath simulator. 

10 Dry Gas Connectors Gas connector (top) and electronic gas sampler controller connect (bottom) 

11 Ethernet Connection Ethernet/Network connection, not currently utilized. 

12 USB Ports-Back 2 USB ports for peripheral devices such as the printer or external keyboard 

13 Modem Connection Modem connector to analog phone line, not currently utilized. 

14 AC Power Connect Connector for primary AC power cord. 

15 Power SwitchñPrimary Primary power switch for the I9000 

16 Pedestal Adjustable pedestal for adjusting the instrument height. 

11 
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Starting the Test and Login 

 In order to conduct an evidential breath test on an Intoxilyzer 9000, all operators will be required to login using a 

predefined login name and PIN.  This login process is designed to ensure that each type of user has access to the menu 

functions appropriate to their responsibility.  In order to initiate an evidential breath test the operator must push the green 

button in the bottom right hand corner of the instrumentôs touchscreen. The operator will then be prompted to login with 

their login number and pin: 

 

1. All operators will be given the same login ID and PIN.  

2. Each login ID is assigned a specific level of access based on the individualôs level of responsibility. 

3. Operators are permitted to run tests, run instrument diagnostics, and reprint tests. 

 

 

 

 

 

Instrument Question Sequence 

 

Prior to running a test, the IntoxilyzerÊ 9000 requires that the operator provide specific information related to the test. 

During the instrument question sequence the operator will be asked to provide four types of information: 

1. Operator Information (Includes Operator Name, Permit Number and Expiration Date). 

2. Arresting Officer Information (Includes Name and Arresting Officerôs Agency). 

3. Subject Information (Includes Name, DOB, Gender, and Driverôs License Number.) 

4. Incident Information (Includes Violation Date and Time, Case Number, and Reason for Test.) 

 

Operator Information 

 Operators will be prompted to provide the following information.  This information should be reviewed carefully 

before selecting the advance screen arrow at the right of the instrument display.  (Note: Operators should be careful not 

to leave the default ñStandard Operatorò  information when completing the pre-test questions. ) 

1. Operator Last Name:  Enter the operatorôs last name and any suffix (i.e.: Jr., Sr., III, etc.) 

2. Operator First Name:  Enter the first name as it appears on the operatorôs permit (no rank, nickname, or other 

title) 

3. Permit Number:  Enter the  permit number as it appears on the operatorôs permit. 

4. Expiration Date:  Enter the permit expiration date as it appears on the operatorôs permit.  

Note: Tests run after the permit expiration date are not considered valid and the operator must renew 

their permit before conducting a breath test.  

THE INTOXILYZER 9000 QUESTION SEQUENCE  
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Arresting Officer Information  

 

 Once the operator has entered the required information and selected the screen advance arrow, he or she will be 

asked whether the arresting officer is the same as the operator.  If yes is selected then the  arresting officer last and first 

name fields will be automatically populated with the operatorôs name, if no is selected the information must be manually 

entered by the operator. 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Arresting Officer Last Name:  Enter the officerôs last name and any suffix (i.e.: Jr., Sr., III, etc.) 

6. Arresting Officer First Name:  Enter the officerôs first name (no nicknames, titles, etc.) 

7. Arresting Officer Agency:  Enter the arresting officerôs agency as close to the following format as possible. 

City or County name followed by PD or Co SO. (e.g. Atlanta PD, Hall Co SO,GSP Post 10, DNR region 3  ). 

It is important the agency names are consistent within a given agency in the event that the arresting agency needs 

to be identified at a later time. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Subject Information  

 

8. Subject Last Name:  Enter the subjectôs last name and any suffix (i.e.: Jr., Sr., III, etc.) 

9. Subject First Name:  Enter the subjectôs first name (no nicknames, titles, etc.) 

10. Subject M.I.:  Enter the subjectôs middle initial if one is known.  (no nicknames, titles, etc.) 

11. Subject Date of Birth :  Enter the subjectôs date of birth in the format MMDDYYYY. If the subjectôs DOB 

can not be determined then enter the current date. 

12. Gender :  Select the subjectôs gender. If in question, the specified gender can typically be found on the sub-

jectôs diverôs license. In the unlikely event  the subjectôs gender can not ultimately be determined from the infor-

mation available,  select the unknown/ unspecified gender option. 

13. Subject DL Number :  Enter the subjectôs driverôs license number. It is advisable to enter the two letter state 

abbreviation prior to the driverôs license number so that out of state driversô licenses can be more easily identi-

fied. If the driverôs license number is unknown at the time of the test, type UNKNOWN. 
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Incident Information  

 

 Once the operator has entered the required information and selected the screen advance arrow, he or she will be 

asked to enter Incident Information.   

 

14. Violation Date:  Enter the violation date in the format MMDDYYYY 

15. Violation Time:  Enter the violation time in 24 hour format (e.g. 0300 or 2100) 

16. Case Number:  Enter the an agency case number if desired.  This field is optional. 

17. Reason for Test :  Select the reason for the test from the list box by using the arrows to the right of the box.  

The available options are as follows: 

¶ DUI - The test is the result of a DUI arrest 

¶ Crash ï The test is the result of a DUI arrest where a crash is involved 

¶ Fatality ï The test is the result of a DUI arrest where a fatality is involved.  

¶ BUI - The test is the result of a boating under the influence arrest 

¶ Probation ï The test is conducted as part of a probation revocation or evaluation.  

¶ Training ï The test is to be solely used as a training sample.  

¶ DUI - The test is the result of a boating under the influence arrest 

¶ Other ï The test is being conducted for reasons other than those listed above.  

¶ QC - Reserved for quality control tests performed at the direction of GBI-DOFS. 

Note: The ñreason for testò selection has no bearing on the reliability of the test and should be based 

on the operatorôs best estimation of the circumstances at the time of testing.  
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 The IntoxilyzerÊ 9000 will perform a breath alcohol test after all of the pre-test questions are answered. Before 

starting the test sequence the instrument will ask the operator if they would like to review the information. This gives the 

operator the opportunity to check spelling and correct any errors prior to running the test. Once the test sequence is un-

derway, the information supplied by the operator cannot be changed. The test sequence executed by the Georgia Model 

Intoxilyzer 9000 is ADABACAWDABA where each letter corresponds to a component of the test.  The various compo-

nents of this testing process are designed to verify that the instrument, testing environment, and breath sample are all 

conducive to accurately measuring the breath alcohol concentration.  Each element is summarized below. 

Diagnostics (D)    ADABACAWDABA 

 As seen in the test sequence above, prior to testing each breath sample, the 

instrument performs an electronic self diagnostic. Though it does not test every part 

of the instrument, the self diagnostic is designed to verify that the unseen, inter-

nal electrical components are attached and functioning as expected.  Most im-

portantly the diagnostic verifies the  performance of primary critical components of 

the instrumentôs optical bench including the detector and infrared light source.  

 

THE INTOXILYZER 9000 TEST SEQUENCE  

Intoxilyzer 9000 Self Diagnostic 

Element What it checks Typical Warnings Corrective Action 

Analytical Checksum 

 

Software Version 

Software for corruption. 

 

Software for availability. 

Checksum Violation* 

 

Incompatible Software 

*Place out of service and con-
tact Area Supervisor. 

Software is busy, attempt an-
other test. 

Voltage/Current Voltage and current reading 
from various internal sensors. 

Various:  V or Current Sense 
Errors. (12V, 5V, 3.3V,USB, 
Printer, pump, temp., etc.)  

Power cycle instrument and 
attempt another test. 

Memory The capacity of both the RAM 
and storage memory. 

Various: Memory Errors Complete test, but contact 
area supervisor. 

Real Time Clock The performance of the time 
keeping circuit. 

RTC Error Power cycle instrument and 
attempt another test. 

Temp Regulation Temperatures of the internal 
components, sample chamber, 
and breath hose. 

Various: Temp Sensor Error 
or Temp out of range. 

Power cycle instrument and 
attempt another test. 

ADC  The performance of the analog 
to digital converter. 

ADC Read, Range, or Span 
Error 

Power cycle instrument and 
attempt another test. 

Analytical Status Verifies the performance of 
the IR control module. (light 
source and detector) 

IRPCM Status Error Power cycle instrument and 
attempt another test, if the  
I9000 is not locked out. 

ITP  Verifies that a reduction in IR 
output will result in a specific 
reduction in detector signal. 
(This relationship is deter-
mined during the instrumentõs 
ITP adjust.) 

ITP Out of Tolerance Allow the instrument to stabi-
lize and then attempt another 
test.  If the problem persists, 
contact the area supervisor. 

Note: While most diagnostic failure warnings are due to temporary stability issues that can be addressed by additional 
warm up time, chronic failures should be reported to local area supervisors for further evaluation. 
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Air Blank (A)     ADABACAWDABA 

 Unlike the diagnostics which are designed to be a self check of various internal, electronic components, the air 

blank routine tests the conditions of the instrumentôs breath sample pathway and pumps as well as the operating environ-

ment.  Simply stated, Air Blanks are used to purge the instrument with ambient air and then verify that the in-

strument is alcohol free both before and after every subject sample, calibration check and diagnostic. If this is 

successfully accomplished the instrument will print Air Blank .000 on the final breath test report. 

What happens during the Air Blank?  

During the Air Blank, the instrument : 

1. Purges  the sample chamber by pulling air through the breath 

sample pathway from the breath tube through the sample 

chamber  and out of an external vent using an internal pump.  

2. Continuously measures the alcohol level in the sample cham-

ber using the detector and signals the pump to continue purg-

ing until the instrument is alcohol free or a specified time limit 

has been exceeded. 

3. Informs the operator whether or not the detector returned an 

acceptable alcohol free reading at the conclusion of the air 

blank.  If the instrument can not purge the sample chamber 

and produce an acceptable alcohol free result, the instrument 

will return an ñAmbient Failò or ñPurge Failò warning and 

abort the test.  

4. Sets a zero reference measurement for the test using the am-

bient air in the sample chamber if the purge was successful. 

What should the operator do during the Air Blank?  

 As in all elements of the breath test, the operator should continue to monitor the subject, instrument, and envi-

ronment during the Air Blank.  Because the instrument is attempting to purge the sample chamber with air from the am-

bient environment, it is important that the test be conducted in a well ventilated environment.  Several things should be 

considered when determining whether a well ventilated environment for testing exists: 

1. Fumes from chemicals such as those found in cleaning supplies or paints may be sufficient to prevent  the 

instrument from obtaining a zero reference measurement if present in large amounts in the testing environ-

ment.  If you smell a strong chemical odor in the testing environment, ventilate the area before testing.  

2. Subjects with high BrAC values or who emanate a strong odor of alcohol may contribute significant 

alcohol to the environment around the instrument if they are in a confined space with or in too close proxim-

ity to the instrument.   It is advisable to have subjects remain a reasonable distance from the instrumentôs 

breath hose during Air Blanks to reduce the likelihood of Ambient or Purge Fail warnings. 

3. Mouthpieces restrict air flow through the instrument during the Air Blank and may prevent it from proper-

ly purging.  In addition, the mouthpiece can contain condensation from the subjectôs breath, and thus should 

be promptly removed after the subject finishes providing a sample as instructed by the instrument. 

What happens if the environment during the Air Blank contains alcohol or other chemicals?  

 In most instances, alcohol or other chemicals in the ambient environment are not sufficient to have any affect on 

a breath test and the Air Blank will indicate an alcohol free condition by printing Air Blank 0.000 on the test report.  If 

the Air Blank and fails to produce an alcohol reading that falls below a predefined threshold, the instrument will return 

an ñAmbient Failò or ñPurge Failò warning and abort the test.  In the unlikely event  that alcohol exists in the instru-

ment sample chamber at the conclusion of the Air Blank in a concentration below the ñAmbient Failò threshold, the 

Intoxilyzer 9000 will set the zero reference level at an alcohol concentration greater than zero.  This effectively means 

that any BrAC measurement directly following the Air Blank will be lower than the actual value by an amount roughly 

equivalent to the amount of alcohol remaining in the instrument at the end of the Air Blank.  While this should have min-

imal impact on subject test results, it may in some instances cause the instrumentôs dry gas calibration check to yield a 

value that is lower than the acceptable range . 

Breath hose 

Sample chamber 

Dry gas 

Vent/Outlet 

Breath outlet 

Air Blank / Purge 
Simulator connect 

Pump 

Detector 

valves 

*Illustration only, not an exact representation of parts. 

Source 

valves 
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Breath Test/ Breath Sample (B)  ADABACAWDABA 

 Once the Air Blanks and Diagnostic are successfully completed, the instrument will proceed to request a breath 

sample from the subject by displaying ñPlease Blowò on the screen.  When this occurs, the operator should: 

1. Insert a new mouthpiece securely into the breath tube. A new mouth piece should be used for each subject 

sample.   

2. Instruct the subject to take a deep breath, put their mouth on the mouthpiece making a firm seal and blow 

into the mouthpiece hard enough to keep the tone sounding and for as long and as steady as possible.  Simp-

ly put, subjects should take a deep breath and give a long, steady exhalation as if trying to blow up a balloon. 

3. Encourage the subject blow until they are physically unable to provide any more air or until the instru-

ment indicates that it has completed receiving the sample.  

The subject has three minutes to provide an adequate breath sample that meets the requirements for flow, vol-

ume, and level slope. If the subject stops blowing before providing an adequate breath sample, ñPLEASE 

BLOWò will continue to be displayed. In addition, a beep will sound every few seconds until the subject begins 

blowing or until the test is terminated. If the subject does not provide an adequate breath sample within three 

minutes, the instrument will terminate the test and print ñINSUFFICIENT SAMPLEò on the final report. 

How does the operator ensure that they get an adequate breath sample?  

It should be understood that the ability of an operator to obtain an adequate sample for testing largely depends on the 

cooperation and, in rare instances, the health of the subject.   In order to keep the operator informed of the subjectôs pro-

gress in providing an adequate breath sample, the Intoxilyzer 9000 will display several key metrics relative to the sub-

jectôs breath flow, volume, and alcohol concentration.   The operators should use these metrics to assess the subjectôs 

compliance and further instruct the subject  how to provide a good breath sample if necessary.  These metrics include: 

¶ Volume: This indicates the total vol-

ume delivered in the current exhalation.  

The Intoxilyzer 9000 requires a mini-

mum of approximately 1.1 L of breath 

be delivered in a single exhalation.   

¶ Volume Progress Bar:  Shows a 

graphical representation of the volume 

delivered during the exhalation.  

¶ Flow Bar:  Shows a graphical represen-

tation of how hard the subject is blow-

ing.  The subject should provide enough 

breath flow so that the bar maintains a 

green color for as long and as steady 
as possible. If the breath flow rate is 

below 0.15 L/sec the bar will appear 

yellow and the subject needs to blow harder. If the subject blows too hard, the flow bar will appear red. If 

this happens the subject should stop blowing and re-attempt to provide a sample with a longer, more steady 

exhalation.  

¶ Blow Time: Shows the time elapsed since the current exhalation began.   

¶ Elapsed Time: Shows the total time elapsed since the breath sample was requested by the instrument.  An 

insufficient sample will be registered if a sufficient sample has not been provided within 3 minutes. 

¶ Breath Profile: Shows a historical representation of the subjectôs BrAC and breath flow during the exhala-

tion. A subjectôs  breath flow curve should show a steady, sustained flow above the minimum line and the 

BrAC curve should typically show a steady rise followed by a gradual leveling off.  The Intoxilyzer 9000 

requires the subject to keep the breath flow above the minimum long enough to obtain at least 1.1 liters of 

volume and blow until the BrAC curve exhibits an acceptably level slope. To this effect, the primary pur-

pose of the breath profile is to provide immediate feedback to the operator about whether or not the 

subject is complying with their instructions, so they can better facilitate an optimal sample from the 

subject or articulate why a sufficient sample was not obtained. (See example on following page.) 

Total volume delivered 

Total time since start of sample 

Exhalation 
time in sec. 

Flow bar 
(should be 
green if suf-
ficient)  

Volume progress 


